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ii   ■ FEIS Abstract 

ABSTRACT:  

The Forest Service proposes to revise the 1988 Land and Resource Management 
Plan (Forest Plan) for the Lake Tahoe Basin Management Unit (LTBMU). Plan 
revision would provide an updated Forest Plan for the Lake Tahoe Basin 
Management Unit (LTBMU) that would guide management of National Forest 
System (NFS) lands in the Lake Tahoe Basin for approximately the next 15 years.  

 The proposal updates the management direction for approximately 154,000 
acres of NFS lands in California and Nevada by describing desired conditions, 
objectives, suitable uses, standards and guidelines and monitoring 
requirements.   

 In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, the Forest 
Service provided opportunity for the public to comment on a Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the Draft Forest Plan.   

 Comments have been responded to in this Final Environmental Impact 
Statement (FEIS) which analyzes the consequences of five alternatives 
including a “no action” alternative which would continue management under 
the 1988 Forest Plan, as amended.   

 Alternative E (which was added as a result of comments on the DEIS) is the 
Agency’s Preferred Alternative and is fully embodied in the Draft Forest Plan.   

 
CITATION: 
USDA Forest Service LTBMU. 2013. Final Revised Land and Resource Management 
Plan Final EIS. R5-MB-254A. U.S. Forest Service, Lake Tahoe Basin Management 
Unit. CA: South Lake Tahoe. 
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